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Abstract

Background: Non-alcoholic fatty liver disease (NAFLD) is a growing diagnosed condition which causes a wide spectrum of liver
disorders. There is a lot of evidence introducing NAFLD as a risk factor for coronary artery disease (CAD) but there is substantial
challenge on the independency of this correlation.
Objectives: The current study aimed to evaluate the prevalence of NAFLD among patients with CAD.
Patients and Methods: Patients referred for coronary angiography due to suspected coronary heart disease were included in the
study. First, the demographic characteristics were extracted. Alanine aminotransferase (ALT), lipid profile and fasting blood glucose
were measured and also liver sonography and coronary angiography were performed on all subjects. According to the angiography
results, subjects were divided into three groups: 1- normal angiography; 2-mild CAD and 3- sever CAD. The prevalence of suspected
NAFLD was evaluated in all of the groups. Suspected NAFLD was defined as elevated ALT accompanied with fatty liver on liver sonog-
raphy.
Results: A total of 314 subjects were eligible for the study, out of which 161(51.3%) were male and 153 (48.7%) female; 236 (75.1%) subjects
had coronary artery disease and 78 (24.9%) subjects had normal coronary arteries. After ranking the subjects according to the degree
of coronary artery stenosis; in subjects with normal coronary arteries, 13 subjects (16.7%) were suspected of NAFLD; 172 subjects had
mild CAD that 17.44% of them were suspected of NAFLD which was not significant compared to the subjects without CAD (P = 0.046).
There was a significant difference in the prevalence of suspected NAFLD among the subjects in the sever CAD group based on finding
64 subjects of NAFLD (P = 0.003). Mean values of total and low-density lipoproteins (LDL) cholesterol, triglyceride and fasting blood
sugar (FBS) were significantly greater in subjects with CAD. Subjects with NAFLD had significantly greater means of triglyceride and
LDL cholesterol level than subjects without NAFLD (P = 0.03 and 0.0,1 respectively). A significantly greater proportion of subjects
in the NAFLD group had hypertriglyceridemia, hypercholesterolemia and low high-density lipoproteins (HDL) level in comparison
with the subjects without NAFLD.
Conclusions: According to the results of the current study, the prevalence of NAFLD among the subjects with severe CAD was sig-
nificant; however, further studies are necessary to clarify the importance of the role of NFLD as an independent risk factor for mild
CAD.
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1. Background

Fatty liver disease is a growing diagnosed condition
which is characterized by abnormal fat accumulation in
the hepatocytes (more than 5% of the liver weight). The
pathologic features are similar to those of the alcoholic
liver disease but it involves people without history of ex-
cessive alcohol consumption. It is considered as the most
common cause of liver enzyme abnormality in the west (1).
Fatty liver disease causes a wide spectrum of liver disorders
ranging from simple steatosis to liver cirrhosis and hepato-
cellular carcinoma (2). It is suggested that NAFLD increases

all causes of death especially in patients with diabetes (3).
The pathogenesis of NAFLD linked to the insulin resistance
and hyperinsulinemia diabetes mellitus is reported in 18%
- 45% of them; on the other hand NAFLD is observed in 49% -
75% of patients with diabetes (4, 5). NAFLD is closely related
to metabolic syndrome, which increases its importance es-
pecially for systemic disorders and specifically cardiovas-
cular diseases. Some studies showed evidence of subclin-
ical atherosclerosis in patients with NAFLD including in-
creased intimal media thickness of carotid arteries and ab-
normal vasodilatory response to changes in the rate of flow
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(5). But some other studies did not prove calcium increase
in carotid arteries or increased intimal-media thickness
(IMT) in such patients (6-8). However, a systematic review
which evaluated results of seven observational studies
with 3,497 patients confirmed that carotid plaques and IMT
are significantly associated with increased alanine amino-
transferase (ALT) and fatty liver on sonography (9). Sev-
eral studies using sonography to diagnose NAFLD showed
increased coronary atherosclerosis in diabetics with fatty
liver disease (10, 11). In a large cohort including 3000
patients with diabetes, ischemic heart disease (IHD) was
more common in NAFLD patients and it was introduced as
an independent risk factor for IHD (11). Another cohort in-
cluding 2083 male workers revealed increased risk of IHD
in sonographically diagnosed NAFLD patients and it was
an independent risk factor (12); still one more cohort us-
ing unexplained elevated ALT as suspected NAFLD revealed
elevated mortality secondary to cardiovascular events in
this group of patients (13). In spite of growing body of
observational evidences addressing increased cardiovas-
cular disease and mortality in patients with NAFLD, it is a
matter of debate if it is an independent risk factor since
other risk factors such as obesity, hyperlipidemia and dia-
betes mellitus are prevalent in this group of patients. An
observational study randomly selected 623 patients with
type 2 diabetes to evaluate the correlation between steato-
sis (using liver: spleen attenuation ratio of < 1.0 on com-
puted tomography (CT) scan as diagnostic criteria) and in-
dicators of cardiovascular diseases. NAFLD was associated
with low high-density lipoproteins (HDL) cholesterol and
higher triglycerides and C-reactive protein (CRP), but was
not associated with coronary atherosclerosis (14).

2. Objectives

In order to assess the relationship between NAFLD and
coronary atherosclerosis, the current study aimed to evalu-
ate the prevalence of suspected NAFLD in patients with dif-
ferent degrees of coronary disorders by angiography.

3. Patients andMethods

3.1. Subjects

The patients were selected from the cases referred to
angiography ward of Imam hospital of Ahvaz Jundishapur
University due to suspected coronary heart disease. All of
the participants were requested to sign an informed con-
sent form and if they agreed to participate in the study, first
a comprehensive history about past medical course of the
subject was taken including the history of viral, metabolic,

autoimmune and drug related chronic liver diseases. A de-
tailed history about drug and drinking habits of the sub-
jects was also taken. After a complete physical examination
of all subjects, the body mass index (BMI) was calculated by
dividing weight in kg by square of height in meter (m) at
standing position (kg/m2). Obesity was defined as BMI ≥
30.

Hypertension was considered in the subjects with sys-
tolic blood pressure over 140 mmHg and or diastolic pres-
sure over 90 mmHg. Meticulous abdominal exam of
chronic liver disease evidence was performed on all sub-
jects.

Fasting blood was taken for laboratory measure-
ments including: fasting blood glucose, triglycerides,
total cholesterol, low-density lipoprotein (LDL) and high-
density lipoprotein (HDL). When total serum cholesterol
level was more than 200 mg/dL the patient was considered
as a hypercholesterolemia case. Hypertriglyceridemia
was defined as serum triglyceride level of 150 mg/dL or
higher. A subject was labeled as a case of diabetes mellitus
when being treated for diabetes mellitus or had fasting
blood glucose more than 125 mg/dL or two hours post
prandial glucose more than 200 mg/dL (or impaired
glucose tolerance). Alanine aminotransferase (ALT) and
aspartate aminotransferase (AST) were all measured by
auto-analyzers (Hitachi 7050; Hitachi ltd, Tokyo, Japan).
The level of 40 U/L was considered as the upper limit of
normal for ALT and AST. If the patient had elevated liver
enzyme another sample was selected to be checked for
hepatitis B surface antigen (HBSAg), hepatitis B core anti-
body (HBCAb), hepatitis C virus antibody (HCV Ab), serum
iron, total iron binding capacity (TIBC), serum ferritin,
anti-smooth muscle Ab (ASMA), antinuclear Ab (ANA) and
serum gamma globulin level (g/dL).

Serum ceruloplasmin was measured in subjects under
40 years old. Subjects were referred for liver sonography
if they met the fallowing inclusion criteria: age over 18,
no definite hepatic disorder and compliant for performing
liver sonography.

Subjects taking ethanol or hepatotoxic drugs or known
cases of viral, metabolic and autoimmune liver diseases
were excluded. Subjects with any positive lab data indicat-
ing possibility of other potential liver diseases were also ex-
cluded.

3.2. Sonography

All subjects underwent abdominal sonography by an
expert radiologist, unaware of their history using a Hitachi
3,500 sonography device (Hitachi ltd, Tokyo, Japan). Diag-
nosis of fatty liver was made if at least two of the fallow-
ing criteria were met: 1- increased hepato-renal contrast; 2-
deep attenuation; 3-brightness of liver and 4- blurring of
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liver vascular pattern (15, 16). Sonography reported a sen-
sitivity of 89% and specificity of 93% for diagnosis of fatty
liver disease (17). Subjects were labeled as suspected steato-
hepatitis if they had unexplained elevated ALT (> 40 U/L)
and sonographic findings in favor of fatty liver.

3.3. Angiography

All subjects underwent coronary angiography using a
Siemens Auixium device (Siemens ltd, 2006, Germany) and
when more than 50% of a major coronary artery lumen was
occluded the case was labeled as a subject with CAD. Sub-
jects with CAD were divided into two groups: 1- mild CAD,
if less than three major vessels were involved and the de-
gree of stenosis was less than 70%; 2- severe CAD, if at least
three vessels were stenotic or one or two vessels with more
than 70% were stenosis (18).

3.4. Statistical Analysis

According to the angiography results, the subjects
were divided into three groups: normal, mild and severe
CAD. According to sonography and liver enzyme status
subjects were divided into two groups of suspected of
NAFLD and non-NAFLD. There was no significant difference
regarding the basic characteristics of the subjects among
the groups. Continues variable was reported as mean val-
ues ± standard deviation (SD) and compared between the
groups using two-sample T-test. Categorical variable was
reported as frequencies and compared using Chi-square
test. P values of less than 0.05 were considered as signifi-
cant.

4. Results

A total of 314 subjects were eligible for study; 161 (51.3%)
of them were male and 153 (48.7%) were female. The mean
age was 55.8 ± 9.4 years and mean body mass index (BMI)
was 28.33 ± 3.15. Overall, sonography findings indicated
that 93 subjects (29.6%) had fatty liver and 221 (70.4%) were
normal. With the inclusion of elevated ALT, 68 (21.65%)
of the subjects had NAFLD and 246 (78.34%) were normal.
Means of triglyceride were 290 ± 10 and 230 ± 10 mg /dL
in the NAFLD and without NAFLD (P = 0.03) groups, respec-
tively. Means of LDL cholesterol were 170 ± 10 and 130 ± 10
mg/dL for the subjects with NAFLD and without NAFLD (P =
0.01), respectively (Table 1). A significantly greater number
of subjects in the NAFLD group had hypertriglyceridemia,
hypercholesterolemia and low HDL level compared to the
subjects without NAFLD (Table 2).

After coronary angiography, 236 subjects (75.1%) had
coronary artery disease and 78 subjects (24.9%) had normal
coronary arteries. In the group of subjects with fatty liver,

Table 1. Demographic and Metabolic Characteristics of Subjects with Suspected
NAFLD and the Control Group

Variable With NAFLD (N =
68)

Without NAFLD
(N = 246)

P Value

Age, y 55.2 ± 7.3 55.8 ± 9.4 0.2

BMI, kg/m2 28.45 ± 3 27.7 ± 4 0.472

Blood pressure,
mmHg

130/70 ± 1.5 135/78 ± 1.4 0.11

Total cholesterol,
mg/dL

240 ± 8.5 250 ± 10.5 0.38.7

LDL cholesterol,
mg/dL

170 ± 10 130 ± 10 0.01

HDL cholesterol,
mg/dL

37 ± 10 35 ± 10 0.392

Triglyceride,
mg/dL

290 ± 10 230 ± 12.5 0.03

Fasting blood
glucose,mg/dL

160 ± 10 145 ± 10 0.361

Abbreviation: NAFLD, non-alcoholic fatty liver disease.

Table 2. Metabolic Characteristics of Subjects With Suspected NAFLD and the Con-
trol Group

Variable With NAFLD (N =
68)

Without NAFLD
(N = 246)

P Value

Diabetesmellitus 32.35 27.24 0.407

Male gender 60.29 48.78 0.93

Hypertriglyceridemia 67.64 42.68 0.0001

Hypercholesterolemia 54.41 34.14 0.002

LDL level > 100
mg/dL

97.05 88.21 0.03

LDL level > 130
mg/dL

73.51 39.83 0.0001

HDL level < 40
mg/Dl

63.23 48.78 0.035

Abbreviation: NAFLD, non-alcoholic fatty liver disease.

metabolic parameters were compared among those with
normal coronary arteries and the subjects with CAD. In the
group of subjects with CAD and fatty liver, the mean values
of triglyceride, LDL cholesterol and FBS were 240± 10.5, 160
± 6.9 and 170 ± 10.2 mg /dL, respectively. All of the factors
were significantly greater in the subjects with CAD com-
pared with the normal ones (P values < 0.05, < 0.02 and
< 0.03 respectively) (Table 3). Prevalence of hypertension,
low HDL level, diabetes and hypertriglyceridemia was sig-
nificantly lower in subjects with coronary artery disease.
When the subjects were compared in the normal and ab-
normal coronary artery groups, although NAFLD was more
prevalent in the CAD group (23.3% vs. 16.66%), the differ-
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ence was not statistically significant (P = 0.119) (Table 4).

Table 3. Metabolic Characteristics of Subjects With and Without Coronary Artery
Disease Among Subjects With NAFLD

Variable Fatty LiverWithout
CAD (N = 27)

Fatty LiverWith CAD,
(N = 66)

P Value

BMIa 3.15 ± 28.3 3 ± 28.35 0.723

Age, y 7.3 ± 55.2 9 ± 55.8 0.63

TGb , mg/dL 9.5 ± 220 10.5 ± 240 0.05

LDLc , mg/dL 7.8 ± 130 6.9 ± 160 0.02

FBSd , mg/dL 10.4 ± 135 10.2 ± 170 0.03

Abbreviations: BMI, body mass index; FBS, fasting blood sugar; LDL, low-density
lipoproteins; NAFLD, non-alcoholic fatty liver disease; TG, triglyceride.

Table 4. Metabolic Characteristics of Subjects With and Without Coronary Artery
Diseasea

Variable With CAD (N =
236)

Without CAD (N =
78)

P Value

Diabetes 70.4 48.15 0.03

Hypertension 51.5 34.2 0.009

Hypertriglyceridemia 55.75 40.54 0.022

LowHDL level 53.23 37.09 0.013

Suspected NAFLD 23.3 16.66 0.119

Abbreviations: HDL, high-density lipoproteins; NAFLD, non-alcoholic fatty liver
disease.
aValues are expressed as %.

After ranking the subjects according to the degree of
coronary artery stenosis, 78 subjects had no coronary dis-
ease and 13 (16.7%) were suspected of NAFLD, 172 cases had
mild CAD that 17.44% of them had suspected NAFLD which
was not significant compared to the subjects without CAD
(P = 0.914; odd ratios = 1.0401; 95% CI: 0.5090 - 2.1253) but
in 64 subjects with three vessel involvement (severe CAD)
there were 39.1% NAFLD subjects which showed a signifi-
cant difference in the prevalence of suspected NAFLD com-
pared with normal coronary arteries group (P = 0.003, odd
ratios = 3.1558; 95% CI: 1.4473 - 6.8812) (Figure 1).

5. Discussion

Non-alcoholic fatty liver disease (NAFLD) is a common
disorder which has involved about 15% - 20% of general
population and 70% - 90% of people with obesity and di-
abetes (1, 19). There is no doubt about negative effect of
NAFLD on life expectancy (20, 21). Among patients with
NAFLD the risk of coronary artery disease (CAD) is reported
higher than that of general population in several studies
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Figure 1. The Prevalence of Suspected Non-alcoholic Steatohepatitis Among Sub-
jects With Different Degrees of Coronary Disease

(22). On the other hand, the risk factors for NAFLD and
CAD are similar. In both groups the factors are associated
with diabetes, obesity, hyperlipidemia and metabolic syn-
drome; therefore, risk of CAD may be an incidental phe-
nomenon in these patients (23, 24).

The gold standard to diagnose NAFLD is liver biopsy.
NAFLD is the cause of elevated liver enzyme in more than
80% of cases and if other potential etiologies are ruled
out, the sensitivity of combining sonography and liver
enzyme to diagnose NAFLD will increase (25). Moreover,
NAFLD may reflect more advanced disorders than simple
steatosis with more systemic complication (26). Results
of the current case control study showed that subjects
with CAD had higher mean fasting blood sugar, triglyc-
eride and LDL cholesterol level than subjects without CAD.
The prevalence of hypertension, hypertriglyceridemia and
hypercholesterolemia was higher in subjects with CAD.
On the other hand, subjects with suspected NAFLD had
higher mean triglyceride and LDL-cholesterol levels than
the control group. The prevalence of obesity, hypertriglyc-
eridemia, hypercholesterolemia and low LDL-cholesterol
were significantly higher in subjects with suspected NAFLD
than the controls. After performing coronary angiography,
23.3% and 16.66% of the subjects with and without CAD re-
spectively, had NAFLD. Although NAFLD seemed to be more
prevalent in subjects with CAD, the difference was not sig-
nificant. After ranking the subjects according to the degree
of coronary artery involvement it was observed that com-
pared with the control group the prevalence of suspected
NAFLD was much higher in subjects with severe or three
vessels involved CAD. But the prevalence of NAFLD in mild
CAD group was lower and the difference was not statisti-
cally significant.

Most studies on the relationship between NAFLD and
CAD arise from population studies and follow the compli-
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cation of CAD. There were only few studies which directly
evaluated the prevalence of angiographically proven CAD
in subjects with NAFLD and a substantial body of evidence
which used direct variables for cardiovascular involve-
ment did not prove NAFLD as an independent risk factor. In
a case –controlled study, Assay et al. reported higher preva-
lence of CAD in patients with NAFLD. They used CT scan to
diagnose NAFLD and CT angiography to diagnose CAD (27).
Petit et al. evaluated the correlation between NAFLD and
carotid intimal- media thickness (IMT) in subjects with di-
abetes using magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) to mea-
sure liver fat content. They did not observe a correlation be-
tween liver fat content and carotid IMT and concluded that
NAFLD is not a specific risk factor for cardiovascular dis-
order which is close to the current study observation (6).
Another observation by McKimmie et al. using CT scan to
evaluate coronary artery status, aortic and carotid calcium
showed that NAFLD per se was not a risk factor for CAD but
it reflected the consequences of general fat accumulation
and subsequent inflammatory response. In that observa-
tion, similar to the current study, the patients with NAFLD
showed higher percentage of hypercholesterolemia and
hypertriglyceridemia (14). Several mechanisms are pro-
posed for possible risk of CAD in patients with NAFLD in-
cluding endothelial damage and dysfunction and oxida-
tive stress; however, some studies that suggested NAFLD
as a risk factor for CAD did not show increased markers
of oxidative stress in such subjects (5, 28). The other pos-
sible mechanism is systemic inflammatory reactions. It
is suggested that hepatic steatosis causes hepatic damage
and secondary activation of n-Fk pathway which is respon-
sible for increased inflammatory mediators such as inter-
leukin 6 and tumor necrosis factors. These mediators have
a substantial role on necroinflammatory process of non-
alcoholic steatohepatitis (NASH) and may have a role in car-
diovascular disease (29, 30). Some data suggested that the
risk of CVD increases with the worsening of NAFLD necroin-
flammatory condition (31, 32). The current study did not
perform biopsy to evaluate the increased risk of CAD in the
study. However, in the group of subjects with severe CAD
the prevalence of suspected NAFLD was greater than that
of the subjects with normal angiography or mild CAD and
the prevalence of NAFLD increased with progression in the
severity of CAD (Figure 1). This observation may support
the theory of common inflammatory response in liver and
arteries.

In conclusion, the current study confirmed that NAFLD
and CAD have common risk factors such as metabolic syn-
drome. Elevation in the prevalence of NAFLD was observed
with progression in severity of CAD. However, the differ-
ence in the prevalence of NAFLD among subjects with mild
CAD was not statistically significant. Therefore, further

studies are necessary to clarify if the NAFLD is an indepen-
dent risk factor or an epiphenomenon in the CAD setting.

The subjects had no liver biopsy specimen; therefore,
the diagnosis of NASH cannot be definitely confirmed. An-
other problem was the small sample size of subjects with
normal angiography compared to the subjects with CAD,
since subjects were selected at a tertiary center from a
group who had a high pretest probability for CAD.

Acknowledgments

Authors would like to thank Dr. Ahmadi Birgani for sta-
tistical analysis of the data and the personnel of angiogra-
phy department of Ahvaz Imam Hospital.

Footnotes

Authors’ Contribution: Seyed Jalal Hashemi designed
the study; Eskandar Hajiani: consultant hepatologist;
Shahram Dawoodi: sonographist; Pezhman Alavinejad:
corresponding author; Abdol Rahim Masjedizadeh: con-
sultant gastroenterologist; Seyed Masood Seyedian: cardi-
ologist and angiographer; Ali Akbar Shayesteh: consultant
gastroenterologist; Mohamad Abbasi: data recording.

Funding/Support: This work was the final thesis of Mo-
hamad Abassi (registration No: P/D/81) and supported by
the deputy of technology and research of Ahvaz Jundisha-
pur University with no grant.

References

1. Angulo P. Nonalcoholic fatty liver disease. N Engl J Med.
2002;346(16):1221–31. doi: 10.1056/NEJMra011775. [PubMed: 11961152].

2. Bhala N, Angulo P, van der Poorten D, Lee E, Hui JM, Saracco G, et al.
The natural history of nonalcoholic fatty liver disease with advanced
fibrosis or cirrhosis: an international collaborative study. Hepatology.
2011;54(4):1208–16. doi: 10.1002/hep.24491. [PubMed: 21688282].

3. Adams LA, Feldstein A, Lindor KD, Angulo P. Nonalcoholic fatty
liver disease among patients with hypothalamic and pituitary dys-
function. Hepatology. 2004;39(4):909–14. doi: 10.1002/hep.20140.
[PubMed: 15057893].

4. Adams LA, Harmsen S, St Sauver JL, Charatcharoenwitthaya P, Enders
FB, Therneau T, et al. Nonalcoholic fatty liver disease increases risk
of death among patients with diabetes: a community-based cohort
study. Am J Gastroenterol. 2010;105(7):1567–73. doi: 10.1038/ajg.2010.18.
[PubMed: 20145609].

5. Targher G, Bertolini L, Padovani R, Rodella S, Zoppini G, Zenari L, et
al. Relations between carotid artery wall thickness and liver histol-
ogy in subjects with nonalcoholic fatty liver disease. Diabetes Care.
2006;29(6):1325–30. doi: 10.2337/dc06-0135. [PubMed: 16732016].

6. Petit JM, Guiu B, Terriat B, Loffroy R, Robin I, Petit V, et al. Nonalcoholic
fatty liver is not associated with carotid intima-media thickness in
type 2 diabetic patients. J Clin Endocrinol Metab. 2009;94(10):4103–6.
doi: 10.1210/jc.2009-0541. [PubMed: 19584186].

Jundishapur J Chronic Dis Care. 2016; 5(2):e35090. 5

http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMra011775
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11961152
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hep.24491
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21688282
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hep.20140
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15057893
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ajg.2010.18
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20145609
http://dx.doi.org/10.2337/dc06-0135
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16732016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1210/jc.2009-0541
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19584186
http://jjchronic.com/


Hashemi SJ et al.

7. Kim HC, Kim DJ, Huh KB. Association between nonalcoholic fatty liver
disease and carotid intima-media thickness according to the pres-
ence of metabolic syndrome. Atherosclerosis. 2009;204(2):521–5. doi:
10.1016/j.atherosclerosis.2008.09.012. [PubMed: 18947828].

8. Aygun C, Kocaman O, Sahin T, Uraz S, Eminler AT, Celebi A, et al. Eval-
uation of metabolic syndrome frequency and carotid artery intima-
media thickness as risk factors for atherosclerosis in patients with
nonalcoholic fatty liver disease. Dig Dis Sci. 2008;53(5):1352–7. doi:
10.1007/s10620-007-9998-7. [PubMed: 17939039].

9. Sookoian S, Pirola CJ. Non-alcoholic fatty liver disease is strongly as-
sociated with carotid atherosclerosis: a systematic review. J Hepatol.
2008;49(4):600–7. doi: 10.1016/j.jhep.2008.06.012. [PubMed: 18672311].

10. Picardi A, Vespasiani-Gentilucci U. Association between non-alcoholic
fatty liver disease and cardiovascular disease: a first message should
pass. Am J Gastroenterol. 2008;103(12):3036–8. doi: 10.1111/j.1572-
0241.2008.02196.x. [PubMed: 18853984].

11. Targher G, Bertolini L, Padovani R, Rodella S, Tessari R, Zenari L, et al.
Prevalence of nonalcoholic fatty liver disease and its association with
cardiovascular disease among type 2 diabetic patients. Diabetes Care.
2007;30(5):1212–8. doi: 10.2337/dc06-2247. [PubMed: 17277038].

12. Targher G, Day CP, Bonora E. Risk of cardiovascular disease in patients
with nonalcoholic fatty liver disease. N Engl J Med. 2010;363(14):1341–
50. doi: 10.1056/NEJMra0912063. [PubMed: 20879883].

13. Dunn W, Xu R, Wingard DL, Rogers C, Angulo P, Younossi ZM, et al.
Suspected nonalcoholic fatty liver disease and mortality risk in a
population-based cohort study. Am J Gastroenterol. 2008;103(9):2263–
71. doi: 10.1111/j.1572-0241.2008.02034.x. [PubMed: 18684196].

14. McKimmie RL, Daniel KR, Carr JJ, Bowden DW, Freedman BI, Reg-
ister TC, et al. Hepatic steatosis and subclinical cardiovascular dis-
ease in a cohort enriched for type 2 diabetes: the Diabetes Heart
Study. Am J Gastroenterol. 2008;103(12):3029–35. doi: 10.1111/j.1572-
0241.2008.02188.x. [PubMed: 18853970].

15. Tobari M, Hashimoto E, Yatsuji S, Torii N, Shiratori K. Imaging of
nonalcoholic steatohepatitis: advantages and pitfalls of ultrasonog-
raphy and computed tomography. Intern Med. 2009;48(10):739–46.
[PubMed: 19443967].

16. Ataseven H, Yildirim MH, Yalniz M, Bahcecioglu IH, Celebi S, Ozercan
IH. The value of ultrasonography and computerized tomography in
estimating the histopathological severity of nonalcoholic steatohep-
atitis. Acta Gastroenterol Belg. 2005;68(2):221–5. [PubMed: 16013637].

17. Joseph AE, Saverymuttu SH, al-Sam S, Cook MG, Maxwell JD. Com-
parison of liver histology with ultrasonography in assessing dif-
fuse parenchymal liver disease. Clin Radiol. 1991;43(1):26–31. [PubMed:
1999069].

18. Sianos G, Morel MA, Kappetein AP, Morice MC, Colombo A, Dawkins
K, et al. The SYNTAX Score: an angiographic tool grading the com-
plexity of coronary artery disease. EuroIntervention. 2005;1(2):219–27.

[PubMed: 19758907].
19. Assy N, Kaita K, Mymin D, Levy C, Rosser B, Minuk G. Fatty infiltration

of liver in hyperlipidemic patients. Dig Dis Sci. 2000;45(10):1929–34.
[PubMed: 11117562].

20. Angulo P. Obesity and nonalcoholic fatty liver disease. Nutr Rev.
2007;65(6 Pt 2):S57–63. [PubMed: 17605315].

21. Angulo P. Long-term mortality in nonalcoholic fatty liver dis-
ease: is liver histology of any prognostic significance?. Hepatology.
2010;51(2):373–5. doi: 10.1002/hep.23521. [PubMed: 20101746].

22. Hamaguchi M, Kojima T, Takeda N, Nagata C, Takeda J, Sarui H, et
al. Nonalcoholic fatty liver disease is a novel predictor of cardio-
vascular disease. World J Gastroenterol. 2007;13(10):1579–84. [PubMed:
17461452].

23. Lizardi-Cervera J, Aguilar-Zapata D. Nonalcoholic fatty liver disease
and its association with cardiovascular disease. Ann Hepatol. 2009;8
Suppl 1:S40–3. [PubMed: 19381123].

24. Chitturi S, Farrell GC. Clues from the carotids: an appraisal of cardio-
vascular disease risk in non-alcoholic fatty liver disease. J Gastroen-
terol Hepatol. 2009;24(8):1315–7. doi: 10.1111/j.1440-1746.2009.05977.x.
[PubMed: 19702897].

25. Eckel RH, Grundy SM, Zimmet PZ. The metabolic syndrome. Lancet.
2005;365(9468):1415–28. doi: 10.1016/s0140-6736(05)66378-7.

26. Soderberg C, Stal P, Askling J, Glaumann H, Lindberg G, Marmur
J, et al. Decreased survival of subjects with elevated liver function
tests during a 28-year follow-up. Hepatology. 2010;51(2):595–602. doi:
10.1002/hep.23314. [PubMed: 20014114].

27. Assy N, Djibre A, Farah R, Grosovski M, Marmor A. Presence of coro-
nary plaques in patients with nonalcoholic fatty liver disease. Radi-
ology. 2010;254(2):393–400. doi: 10.1148/radiol.09090769. [PubMed:
20093511].

28. Samuel VT, Liu ZX, Qu X, Elder BD, Bilz S, Befroy D, et al. Mechanism
of hepatic insulin resistance in non-alcoholic fatty liver disease. J Biol
Chem. 2004;279(31):32345–53. doi: 10.1074/jbc.M313478200. [PubMed:
15166226].

29. Day CP. From fat to inflammation. Gastroenterology. 2006;130(1):207–
10. doi: 10.1053/j.gastro.2005.11.017. [PubMed: 16401483].

30. Tilg H, Moschen AR. Insulin resistance, inflammation, and non-
alcoholic fatty liver disease. Trends Endocrinol Metab. 2008;19(10):371–
9. doi: 10.1016/j.tem.2008.08.005. [PubMed: 18929493].

31. Adams LA, Lymp JF, St Sauver J, Sanderson SO, Lindor KD, Feldstein
A, et al. The natural history of nonalcoholic fatty liver disease: a
population-based cohort study. Gastroenterology. 2005;129(1):113–21.
[PubMed: 16012941].

32. de Alwis NM, Day CP. Non-alcoholic fatty liver disease: the
mist gradually clears. J Hepatol. 2008;48 Suppl 1:S104–12. doi:
10.1016/j.jhep.2008.01.009. [PubMed: 18304679].

6 Jundishapur J Chronic Dis Care. 2016; 5(2):e35090.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.atherosclerosis.2008.09.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18947828
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10620-007-9998-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17939039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2008.06.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18672311
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1572-0241.2008.02196.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1572-0241.2008.02196.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18853984
http://dx.doi.org/10.2337/dc06-2247
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17277038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMra0912063
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20879883
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1572-0241.2008.02034.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18684196
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1572-0241.2008.02188.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1572-0241.2008.02188.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18853970
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19443967
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16013637
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1999069
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19758907
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11117562
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17605315
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hep.23521
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20101746
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17461452
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19381123
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1440-1746.2009.05977.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19702897
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(05)66378-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hep.23314
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20014114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1148/radiol.09090769
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20093511
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M313478200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15166226
http://dx.doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2005.11.017
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16401483
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tem.2008.08.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18929493
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16012941
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2008.01.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18304679
http://jjchronic.com/

	Abstract
	1. Background
	2. Objectives
	3. Patients and Methods
	3.1. Subjects
	3.2. Sonography
	3.3. Angiography
	3.4. Statistical Analysis

	4. Results
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Table 3
	Table 4
	Figure 1

	5. Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	Footnotes
	Authors' Contribution
	Funding/Support

	References

